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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. As per claim 38, the use of the term "A computer program product 
comprising program elements, recorded on a carrier" appears to encompass wireless 
transmission carriers (signals) which are not concrete and thus directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. A claim to a proper carrier (i.e. a computer readable medium and not a signal) encoded 
with functional descriptive material that can function with a computer to effect a useful, concrete 
and tangible result (e.g. running an assembly line or executing a stock transaction) satisfies the 
practical application test. The carrier must be limited to a physical structure, not a signal which 
permits the functionality to be realized within a computer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 4-6, 14-17 and 32-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "said device" in lines 1-2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "said device" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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Claim 6 recites the limitation "said device" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 14 and 32 recite the limitation "the analog command signal" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 15 and 33 recite the limitation "the analog command signal" in line 1. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 16 and 34 recite the limitation "said analog command signal" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 17 and 35 recite the limitation "said analog command signal" in line 2. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Please note Claim 1 only recites "analog commands" and not "an analog command 

signal". 

With further regards to claims 16, 17, 34 and 35, the use of the terms "same 
transmission carrier" and "distinct transmission carriers" render the claims indefinite. It is not 
understood how the transmission carriers are the same or distinct relative to any other carrier? 
There is no other instance of a carrier previously being stated in the claims nor is it clear what is 
the definition of a transmission carrier. Therefore, when transmitting "pieces of data" using the 
same or a distinct transmission carrier is no understood. Furthermore with claims 16 and 17, 
the term "pieces of data" also renders the claims indefinite since it isn't clear if only some pieces 
of data are transmitted, but not the whole entire data comprised of the pieces of data. 

Due to the vagueness and a lack of clear definiteness in the claims, the claims have 
been treated on their merits as best understood by the examiner. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claim 1-3, 8, 12, 13, 16, 18-21, 26, 30, 31, 34, and 36-39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by US Patent No. 6,639,914 to Choi et al. (hereinafter Choi). 

1 . With regards to claims 1 , 1 9, 37, 38 and 39, Choi teaches a method for the processing of 
command signals within an audiovisual network [abstract] comprising at least one element [fig 1 
element 10] liable to send a digital command signal [fig 1 element 10 connected to element 20 
over an IEEE 1394 digital bus] to at least one peripheral [fig 1 element 30], called an analog 
peripheral [fig 1 element 30, column 2 lines 41-46], designed to receive analog commands 
[column 2 lines 41-46], wherein the method implements, in a conversion device [fig 1 element 
20], a conversion of said digital command signal into at least one of said analog commands 
[column 2 lines 41-46], said conversion being selectively configured as a function of said 
peripheral [column 2 lines 5-20]. 

2. With regards to claims 2 and 20, Choi teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
said conversion device implements the following steps: 

the storage of at least one piece of configuration information representing said peripheral 
[fig 1 elements 1 10 and 120, column 2 lines 53-67]; 

the reception of said digital command signal [column 2 lines 41-46]; 
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the conversion of said digital command signal into an analog command signal taking 
account of said piece or pieces of configuration information [column 2 lines 5-20]; and 

the transmission of said analog command signals to said analog peripheral [column 2 
lines 5-20 and lines 41-46], 

3. With regards to claims 3 and 21 , Choi teaches a method according to claim 2, 
comprising an initial step for the transmission of said piece of configuration information or said 
pieces of configuration information of said peripheral to said conversion device [column 2 lines 
53-67]. 

4. With regards to claims 8 and 26, Choi teaches a method according to claim 1 , Choi 
teaches wherein said conversion device is independent [fig 1 element 20 is independent from 
any other element in figure 1 . It is connected over busses to other elements, but it is by itself its 
own element] of said audiovisual network element or elements [fig 1 element(s) 10] and of said 
analog peripheral or peripherals [fig 1 element(s) 30]. 

5. With regards to claims 12 and 30, Choi teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
said digital command signal is of an IEEE 1394 type [column 2 lines 41-46]. 

6. With regards to claims 13 and 31 , Choi teaches a method according to claim 12, 
comprising a step for the storage of data representing a configuration associated with said 
peripheral in a directory of said conversion device, said directory being compatible with the 
ConfigROM IEEE 1394 format [column 2 line 53 to column 3 line 3]. 

7. With regards to claims 16 and 34, Choi teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
pieces of data associated with said analog command signal are sent to said peripheral on the 
same transmission carrier [fig 1 element 20 connected to element(s) 30]. 

8. With regards to claims 18 and 36, Choi teaches a method according to claim 1 , wherein 
said peripheral belongs to the group comprising [please note the alternative language]: 
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Camcorders [fig 1 element 30 labeled "camcorder"]; 
television sets [fig 1 element 30 labeled "Analog TV"]; 
video recorders [fig 1 element 30 labeled "VCR"]; 
optical carrier readers; and 
set-top boxes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4-6 and 22-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

US Patent No. 6,639,914 to Choi et al. (hereinafter Choi). In view of US Patent Application 

Publication No. US 2003/0078072 A1 to Serceki et al (hereinafter Serceki). 

9. With regards to claims 4 and 22, Choi is silent as to a method according to claim 2, 
comprising a step for the reading, by said device, of said piece or pieces of configuration 
information on a detachable data carrier. However, Serceki teaches a device reading a piece or 
pieces of configuration information on a detachable data carrier for the benefit of avoiding 
manual entry of complex information thus reducing the chance of errors [paragraphs 6,7,9,10]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Choi and Serceki to have a step for the reading, by said device, of 
said piece or pieces of configuration information on a detachable data carrier for the benefit of 
avoiding manual entry of complex information thus reducing the chance of errors. 

10. With regards to claims 5 and 23, Serceki teaches a method according to claim 2, 
wherein said method comprises a step for the reading, by said device, of said piece or pieces of 
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configuration information on a detachable data carrier and wherein said reading itself comprises 
a step for the decoding of mechanical elements belonging to said carrier and representing said 
peripheral [Serceki paragraph 38] for the same reasons as those set forth in claim 4 above. 

1 1 . With regards to claims 6 and 24, Serceki teaches a method according to claim 2, 
wherein said method comprises a step for the reading, by said device, of said piece or pieces of 
configuration information on a detachable data carrier and wherein said carrier belongs to the 
group comprising [please note the alternative language]: 

smart cards [Serceki figure 2 element 200]; 

magnetic carriers [Serceki figs 5a-d element 509 paragraph 38] ; and 

optical carriers [Serceki figs 5a-d element 509 paragraph 38] for the same reasons as 

those set forth in claim 4 above. 

Claims 7, 9, 25 and 27, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

US Patent No. 6,639,914 to Choi et al. (hereinafter Choi). In view of US Patent No. 6,823,219 to 

Lee et al. (hereinafter Lee). 

12. With regards to claims 7 and 25, Choi is silent as to a method according to claim 2, 
wherein said conversion device implements a step to verify the validity of said digital command 
signal as a function of said piece or pieces of configuration information. However, Lee teaches 
a device having a set of commands stored in an internal table, the device implementing a step 
to verify the validity of a digital command signal as a function of a piece or pieces of 
configuration information for the benefit of preventing the creation of an error condition in a 
device by checking if a command being used by the device Is valid [column 6 line 59 to column 
7 line 4]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Choi and Lee to have said conversion device implement a step to 
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verify the validity of said digital command signal as a function of said piece or pieces of 
configuration information for the benefit of preventing the creation of an error condition in a 
device by checking if a command being used by the device Is valid. 

1 3. With regards to claims 9 and 27, Choi is silent as to a method according to claim 1 , 
comprising a step for the storage of at least one piece of conversion information representing a 
set of commands accepted by said peripheral. However, Lee teaches a step for the storage of 
at least one piece of conversion information representing a set of commands accepted by a 
device used to check the validity of a command sent to said device for the benefit of preventing 
the creation of an error condition in a device by checking against the set of commands in the 
table, if a command being used by the device Is valid [column 6 line 59 to column 7 line 4]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Choi and Lee to have a step for the storage of at least one piece of 
conversion information representing a set of commands accepted by said peripheral for the 
benefit of preventing the creation of an error condition in a device by checking against the set of 
commands in the table, if a command being used by the device Is valid. 

Claims 10-1 1 and 28-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 6,639,914 to Choi et al. (hereinafter Choi). In view of US Patent No. 6,823,219 to 
Lee et al. (hereinafter Lee), in view of US Patent Application Publication No. US 2003/0078072 
A1 to Serceki et al (hereinafter Serceki). 

14. With regards to claims 10 and 28, the combination of Choi and Lee is silent as to the a 
method according to claim 9, wherein said pieces of conversion information are transmitted 
preliminarily by one of said elements of the network to said conversion device. However, 
Serceki teaches a device reading a piece or pieces of configuration information on a detachable 
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data carrier for the benefit of avoiding manual entry of complex information thus reducing the 
chance of errors [paragraphs 42, 6,7,9,10]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Choi, Lee and Serceki to have said pieces of conversion information be transmitted 
preliminarily by one of said elements of the network to said conversion device for the benefit of 
avoiding manual entry of complex information thus reducing the chance of errors. 

1 5. With regards to claims 1 1 and 29, the combination of Choi and Lee is silent as to method 
according to claim 9, comprising a step for the reading, by said conversion device, of said piece 
or pieces of configuration information on a detachable data carrier. However, Serceki teaches a 
method according to claim 9, comprising a step for the reading, by said conversion device, of 
said piece or pieces of configuration information on a detachable data carrier for the benefit of 
avoiding manual entry of complex information thus reducing the chance of errors [paragraphs, 
6,7,9,10]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine Choi, Lee and Serceki to have a step for the reading, by said conversion device, of 
said piece or pieces of configuration information on a detachable data carrier for the benefit of 
avoiding manual entry of complex information thus reducing the chance of errors. 

Claims 14, 15, 17, 32, 33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent No. 6,639,914 to Choi et al. (hereinafter Choi). In view of 
Japanese Patent No. JP20021011 11 A to Takanashi. 

16. With regards to claims 14 and 32, Choi is silent as to a method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the analog command signals is of a wireless type. However, Takanashi teaches in a 
conversion device [fig 1 element 100d], a conversion of a digital command signal [fig 1 element 
50 transmits 1394 digital commands to the conversion device] into an analog command signal 
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[a wireless/infrared signal - see abstract] for the benefit of enabling electronic peripherals [fig 1 
elements 100b and 100c] to receive power-ON commands even if the main power source is 
OFF and therefore useless power consumption in the entire system is suppressed [see abstract, 
problem to be solved and advantage section]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to combine the teachings of Choi and Takanashi to have the analog command signal be of a 
wireless type for the benefit of enabling electronic peripherals to receive power-ON commands 
even if the main power source is OFF and therefore useless power consumption in the entire 
system is suppressed. 

17. With regards to claims 15 and 33, Takanashi teaches a method according to claim 1 , 
wherein the analog command signal is of an infrared type for the same reasons as those set 
forth under the claim 14 rejection above, thus rejected under the same rationale. 

1 8. With regards to claims 1 7 and 35, Takanashi teaches a method according to claim 1 , 
wherein pieces of data associated with said analog command signal are sent to said peripheral 
on a distinct transmission carrier for the same reasons as those set forth under the claim 14 
rejection above, thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

US Patent Application No. US 20030028887 A1 to Frouin et al teaches nodes in a home 
network working as bridges between digital and analog busses. 

US Patent Application No. US 20060007933 A1 to Srivastava which teaches centrally 
controlling both 1394 and IR devices. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to David E. Martinez whose telephone number is (571) 272-4152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fritz M. Fleming can be reached on 571-272-4145. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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